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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 
This office action is in response to amendment filed on August 11, 2005. Original 
application contained Claims 1-16. Applicant currently amended claim 4, 11-12, and added new 
claims 1 7-20. The amendment filed have been entered and made of record, and previous 
rejection under 35 U.S.C 112 has been withdrawn. Therefore, presently Claim 1-20 is pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments filed on August 11, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive because of the following reasons: 

Regarding Claims 1, 7, 4, and 12 applicants argued that cited prior art(s) [Kalker 
("System Issues in Digital Image and Video Watermarking for Copy Protection", IEEE, 1999.), 
and Linnartz ("The 'ticket' concept for copy control based on embedding signalling", Philips 
Research, 02/04/98)] does not appear to disclose " segments having certain time lengths that 
may have been imported into secure domain, and time lengths prohibited from being imported 
into secure domain, and also does not disclose a content length detector to detect length ". 

This is not found persuasive. The system of cited prior art does teach and describe a 
method that disclose the use of watermarks and the CPTWG requirement of watermark detection 
in 10 seconds or faster by increasing the importing difficulty and verifying copyright information 
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in the digital content. The ticket concept is provided for copy control, which allows typical 
modification of the content during transmission and storage and presentation (Please refer Kalker 
Pages 564-566, and Linnartz section 4.1-4.2 pages 7-10). 

As a result, cited prior art does implement and teaches a system of copy protection that 
relates to imposing a degree of difficulty on illicitly copying the digital content 

Applicants clearly have failed to explicitly identify specific claim limitations, which 
would define a patentable distinction over prior arts. 

The examiner is not trying to teach the invention but is merely trying to interpret the 
claim language in its broadest and reasonable meaning. The examiner will not interpret to read 
narrowly the claim language to read exactly from the specification, but will interpret the claim 
language in the broadest reasonable interpretation in view of the specification. Therefore, the 
examiner asserts that cited prior art does teach or suggest the subject matter broadly recited in 
independent and subsequent dependent claims. Accordingly, rejections for Claims 1-20 are 
respectfully maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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6. Claims 1-4, 7-12, and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kalker ("System Issues in Digital Image and Video Watermarking for Copy Protection", IEEE, 
1999.). 

2. With respect to claim 1, Kalker discloses a method of further increasing the difficulty of 
importing to a secure domain digital content including watermarks which impose a 
degree of difficulty on illicitly importing to the secure domain the digital content, the. 

degree of difficulty associated with the watermarks being capable of being illicitly overcome by 
importing to the secure domain segments of the digital content which are so short that the 
watermarks cannot be reliably detected, the method comprising preventing importing to the 
secure domain of sections of the digital content having a length less than . or equal to a length 
associated with the length of reliable watermark detection (page 564, column 1, bullet 5; page 
565, column 2, Section 3.3.2. lines 6-7, Section 3.3.3, lines 21-24). 

3. With respect to claim 2, Kalker discloses a method wherein the illicit importing to the secure 
domain comprises recording the segments without recording the watermarks and the method is 
performed while there is illicit recording of the digital content (page 563, column 1, lines 44-52). 

4. With respect to claim 3, Kalker discloses a method wherein the illicit importing to the 
secure domain comprises recording the segments without playing back the watermarks 
and the method is performed while there is illicit playback of the digital content (page 
564, column 2, paragraph 2, lines 17-23). 
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5. With respect to claim 4, Kalker discloses a method wherein data associated with the digital 
content indicate the digital content can be copied (page 563, column 2, bullet 1), the method 
further comprising determining whether the digital content is not to be illicitly imported to the 

secure domain or can be legally importing to a domain, and overriding the preventing step in 
response to the determining step determining that the digital content can be legally importing 

(Section 3.3.2. lines 6-7, Section 3.3.3, lines 21-24). 

6. With respect to claim 7, Kalker discloses an apparatus arranged to be responsive to 
digital content including watermarks for imposing a degree of difficulty on illicitly 
importing to a secure domain the content, the apparatus being arranged for increasing the 
difficulty of illicitly importing to the secure domain the digital content, the difficulty 
associated with the watermarks being capable of being overcome by importing to the 
secure domain segments of the digital content which are so short that the watermarks 
cannot be reliably detected, the apparatus comprising a detector for segments of the 
digital content having a length equal to or less than a preset length (page 564, column 1, 
bullet 5), the preset length being so short that the watermarks cannot be reliably detected, 
and signal processor responsive to the detector (page 566, column 1, lines 3-14) and the 
digital content for preventing importing to the secure domain at least some of the digital 
content segment being detected as having a length less than or equal to the preset length 
(page 565, column 2, Section 3.3.2. lines 6-7, Section 3.3.3, lines 21-24). 
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7. With respect to claim 8, Kalker discloses an apparatus wherein the signal processor is 
arranged for preventing copying of the digital content segments detected as having a length 
less than the preset length (page 563, column 1, lines 44-52). 

8. With respect to claim 9, Kalker discloses an apparatus wherein the signal processor 
is arranged for preventing readout of all the digital media content accompanying a 
segment detected as having a length less than the preset length (page 564, column 2, 
paragraph 2, lines 17-23). 

9. With respect to claim 10, Kalker discloses an apparatus wherein the apparatus comprises a 
recorder for the digital content (Section 3.3.1, lines 8-10). 

10. With respect to claim 1 1, Kalker discloses an apparatus wherein the apparatus comprises a 
playback unit for the digital content (Section 3.3.1, lines 8-10). 

11. With respect to claim 12, Kalker discloses an apparatus wherein data associated with the 
digital content indicate the digital content can be legally imported to a domain (page 563, column 
2, bullet 1), the detector being arranged for determining whether the digital content is not to be 
illicitly imported to the secure domain or can be legally imported to a domain (Section 3.3.2. 
lines 6-7), the signal processor being arranged to enable importing to a domain all the digital 
content in response to the detector determining that the digital content can be imported (Section 
3.3.3, lines 21-24). 
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12. With respect to claim 15, Kalker discloses an apparatus in combination with a 
recorder of digital content (Section 3.3.1, lines 8-10), the signal processor being arranged 
for supplying the digital content to the recorder unless the detector detects that the digital 
content has been illicitly importing to a secure domain (Section 3.3.3, lines 21-24). 

13. With respect to claim 16, Kalker discloses an apparatus in combination with a 
playback unit of digital content (Section 3.3.1, lines 8-10), the signal processor being 
arranged for supplying the digital content to the playback unit unless the detector detects 
that the digital content is illicitly copied (Section 3.3.3, lines 21-24). 

14. With respect to claim 17 Kalker discloses, a method comprising: receiving a segment of 
digital media content at a secure domain; determining whether the length of the segment is 
sufficient to enable detection of a watermark if present in the segment; and controlling 
importation of the segment into the secure domain in response to the segment length 
determination (page 564, column 1, bullet 5; page 565, column 2, Section 3.3.2. lines 6-7, 
Section 3.3.3, lines 21-24, page 566 column llines 3-14). 

15. With respect to claim 18 Kalker discloses wherein, controlling importation of the segment 
into the secure domain includes preventing importation of the segment into the secure domain if 
the length of the segment is not sufficient to enable detection of a watermark if present in the 
segment (page 563, column 1 lines 44-52). 
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16. With respect to claim 19 Kalker discloses wherein, controlling importation of the segment 
into the secure domain includes detecting any watermark in the segment if the length of the 
segment is sufficient to enable detection of a watermark if present in the segment (page 564, 
column 2, paragraph 2, lines 17-23). 

17. With respect to claim 20 Kalker discloses wherein, controlling importation of the segment 
into the secure domain includes complying with a content usage policy associated with any 
watermark detected in the segment (Section 3.3.1, lines 8-10). 

19. Claims 1-14, and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Linnartz 
("The 'ticket 1 concept for copy control based on embedding signalling", Philips 

Research, 02/04/98). 

20. With respect to claim 1, Linnartz discloses a method of further increasing the 
difficulty of importing to a secure domain digital content including watermarks which 
impose a degree of difficulty on illicitly importing to the secure domain the digital 
content, the degree of difficulty associated with the watermarks being capable of being 
illicitly overcome by importing to the secure domain segments of the digital content 
which are so short that the watermarks cannot be reliably detected, the method 
comprising preventing importing to the secure domain of sections of the digital content 
having a length less than or equal to a length associated with the length of reliable 
watermark detection (page 4, bullet 4; page 9, bullet 1). 
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21. With respect to claim 2, Linnartz discloses a method wherein the illicit importing to 
the secure domain comprises recording the segments without recording the watermarks 
and the method is performed while there is illicit recording of the digital content (page 3, 
lines 3-17). 

22. With respect to claim 3, Linnartz discloses a method wherein the illicit importing to 
the secure domain comprises recording the segments without playing back the 
watermarks and the method is performed while there is illicit playback of the digital 
content (page 3, lines 3-17). . 

23. With respect to claim 4, Linnartz discloses a method wherein some of the watermarks or a 
header associated with the digital content indicate the digital content can be copied (page 4, lines 
9-17), the method further comprising determining whether the digital content is not to be illicitly 
imported to the secure domain or can be legally importing to a domain, and overriding the 
preventing step in response to the determining 

step determining that the digital content can be legally importing (page 4, lines 9-17). 

24. With respect to claim 7, Linnartz discloses an apparatus arranged to be responsive to digital 
content including watermarks for imposing a degree of difficulty on illicitly importing to a 
secure domain the content, the apparatus being arranged for increasing the difficulty of illicitly 
importing to the secure domain the digital content, the difficulty associated with the watermarks 
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being capable of being overcome by importing to the secure domain segments of the digital 
content which are so short that the watermarks cannot be reliably detected, the apparatus 
comprising a detector for segments of the digital content having a length equal to or less than a 
preset length (page 4, 29-30), the preset length being so short that the watermarks cannot be 
reliably detected, and signal processor responsive to the detector (page 7, bullet 3; page 9, lines 
5-8, line 16) and the digital content for preventing importing to the secure domain at least some 
of the digital content segment being detected as having a length less than or equal to the preset 
length (page 4, bullet 4; page 9, bullet 1). 

25. With respect to claim 8, Linnartz discloses an apparatus wherein the signal processor is 
arranged for preventing copying of the digital content segments detected as having a length less 
than the preset length (page 4, bullet 4; page 9, bullet 1). 

26. With respect to claim 9, Linnartz discloses an apparatus wherein the signal processor 
is arranged for preventing readout of all the digital media content accompanying a 
segment detected as having a length less than the preset length (page 3, lines 19-24). 

27. With respect to claim 10, Linnartz discloses an apparatus wherein the readout 
apparatus comprises a recorder for the digital content (page 4, line 34). 

28. With respect to claim 1 1, Linnartz discloses an apparatus wherein the readout 
apparatus comprises a playback unit for the digital content (page 4, line 34). 
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29. With respect to claim 12, Linnartz discloses an apparatus wherein some of the 
watermarks or a header of a track or song of the digital media content indicate the digital 
content can be legally imported to a domain (page 4, lines 9-17), the detector being 
arranged for determining whether the digital content is not to be illicitly imported to the 
secure domain or can be legally imported to a domain (page 4, lines 9-17), the signal 
processor being arranged to enable importing to a domain all the digital content in 
response to the detector determining that the digital content can be imported (page 4, 
lines 9-17). 

30. With respect to claim 5, 6, 13, and 14 Linnartz discloses a method further including 
detecting the presence of a distorted watermark, and performing the preventing step in 
response to the distorted watermark being detected (page 6, paragraph 1). 

31. With respect to claim 17 Linnartz discloses, a method comprising: receiving a segment of 
digital media content at a secure domain; determining whether the length of the segment is 
sufficient to enable detection of a watermark if present in the segment; and controlling 
importation of the segment into the secure domain in response to the segment length 
determination (page 4, 9-30, page 7, bullet 3; page 9,lines 5-8,line 16, and page 4, bullet 4, and 
page 9,bullet 1). 
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32. With respect to claim 18 Linnartz discloses wherein, controlling importation of the segment 
into the secure domain includes preventing importation of the segment into the secure domain if 
the length of the segment is not sufficient to enable detection of a watermark if present in the 
segment (page 4, bullet 4, and page 9,bullet 1). 



33. With respect to claim 19 Linnartz discloses wherein, controlling importation of the segment 
into the secure domain includes detecting any watermark in the segment if the length of the 
segment is sufficient to enable detection of a watermark if present in the segment (page 4 lines 9- 
17). 



34. With respect to claim 20 Linnartz discloses wherein, controlling importation of the segment 
into the secure domain includes complying with a content usage policy associated with any 
watermark detected in the segment (page 6, paragraph 1). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Syed Zia whose telephone number is 571-272-3798. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 to 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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